RFMARKS/ARGUMENTS 



1. Summary of Office Action 

Claims 1 2, 5-10 stand rejected under § 102(b) as allegedly being anticipated by U.S. 
Patent No. 5,459,717 to Mullan et al. (hereinafter "Mullan"). Claims 3 and 4 have been noted as 
containing allowable subj ect matter, but objected to for being dependent upon a rej ected base 
claim. 

2. Summary of Amendments 

The Examiner has objected to the Abstract because it includes the Title. Accordingly, 
Applicant has amended the Abstract to remove the Title. 

The Examiner has objected to Figure 1 of the drawings because Figure 1 was not 
properly labeled as prior art. Accordingly, Applicant has submitted a Replacement Drawmg for 
Figure 1. 

3. Res ponse to 3 1»2 Rejections 

To anticipate a claim, the reference must teach every element of the claim. "A claim is 
anticipated only if each and every elementas set forth in theclaim is found, either expressly or 
inherently described, in a single prior art reference .» V^^ro^AMmm^ 
California. 814 F.2d 628, 631, 2 USPQ2d 1051, 1053 (Fed. Cir. 1987). 

uo- Hn- not anticT- '-^h t claim 1 hnrwe MiMn does not disclose or 
'suggest each every eleme- * " f tnHppendent claim 1. 

Claim 1, as amended, states the following: 

A system for enabling message transfer comprising: 

an intra-process messaging switch, coupled to a message 
transfer system, for communicating with the message transfer 
system in accordance with a protocol of the message transfer 
system and coupled to at least two message source links to enable 
the exchange of data between a message source and the message 
transfer system responsive to issuance of message source 

independent commands; and 

the at least two message source links coupled to message 

sources of different types and the intra-process messaging switch, 



wherein message source ljnk translates messapes into formats 
^ r ,tihle with the messat^^ 

Sh^Ti^s!^^ in response^ receiving 

message source independent commands. 
(Claim 1 as amended, emphasis added). Applicant's invention generally relates to intra-process 
messaging. In part, intra-process messaging is achieved through the use of message source hnks 

(MSLs) 1 1 -T-- =- ™™ lihle ""^ S °" rCe *"* ° f ' - 

m - T ~ hi-hiti. coupled. For example, "Messages originating from the message 

source are received by the MSL serving source, translated to a canonical format specfied by the 
switch, and delivered to the switch through the use of [a] polymorphic interface." (Apphcant s 

Specification, Page 4, Line 7). 

Mullan, on the other hand, discloses the following: 

To illustrate how a message would be composed and routed 
in an electronic message system configured as above, assume a 
user wishes to send a message to another user at a remote location 
serviced by a different electronic messaging system. The user, 
referred to as a meP«"" pronator, would rompose a message on a 
„ gP r interface usin P Siting functions provided by a user agent. The 
7^r spent includes ^itinp routines which ensure the message 
reforms to the appropriate standards and communications. 
protocols. W hen the user is satisfied with the message and requests 
that it be sent, the user agent transmits the message as a digital 
signal to the message transfer agent servicing that particular user 
agent. Upon receiving the message, the message transfer agent 
analyzes the address specified for the recipient and determines the 
appropriate routing path from the routing information data store. 
Assuming a routing path exists, the message transfer agent 
transmits the message along the associated teleconmiunications 
line to the electronic messaging system servicing the intended 
recipient. 

To facilitate global routing, the Consultive Committee for 
International Telegraphy and Telephony (CCITT) developed the 
X 400 series of recommendations in an effort to standardize 
electronic messaging systems across different countries and 
vendors. A. part of this ef fort, messages must he formatted and 
«en t using prede fined standards and protocols. A message 
formatted in compliance with X.400 standards must contain certain 
items of address information, including an originator/recipient 
name (O/R name) which includes codes for the originator/recipient 
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(Muilan, Co.. 2, Lines 39 - 54). According .o Muilan, in order to route a message, .he message 
ra „s, be formatted and communicated according <o predefined standards and protoco., 
According when a message arrives a. a router (Fig. 2, Element 7), the message must be m a 
particular forma, ma. the rou.er "understands" That is, messages mus. be formatted properly 
the source. ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ me 

useragentofMullanismesameasApplicanrsMSL. According <o Muilan, «he user agen, 
••includes editing routines which ensure me message conforms .o me appropriate s<andards and 
communications pro.ocol," Therefore, «he user agen, ensures .ha. me message rs properly 
formatted when it is created, or at the source. Muilan does no. disclose or suggest .** the user 

^^M. Consea.uen.ly, AppHcan. submUs ma. Muilan does no, anticpa 

6 are dependen, upon claim 1, Apphcan, submit ma, MuUan docs 
not anticipate claims 2 - 6 for the same reason. 




Claim 7, as amended, states the following: 



A system for transferring messages in a network compnsmg. 
a plurality of message sources; 
a plurality of message source links, each coupled to a 

^ar! ^process messaging switch, coupled to a subset of 
the olurality of message sources; and . 

a message transfer system, coupled to the intra-processing 
switch, wiMeinJhe^^ 

, pfi nn ni uc^ r t;nn lists indicating whether a switch has 

KSferib^isSe^ a 
message transfer system to transfer a single copy of a message to a 
Sing intra-process messaging switch regardless of whether 



multiple message sources coupled to the intra-process messaging 
switch have subscribed to the subject of the message. 

(Claim 7, as amended, emphasis added). Claim 7 refers to a messaging system that uses publish- 
subscribe, subject-based addressing. For example, messages are routed based on subscriptions to 
a particular subject. Accordingly, claim 7 includes the limitation above. 

MuUan relates to address-based routing. The "routing information database" of 
MuUan is used to route messages based on an address specified in the message. MuUan does not 
disclose or suggest that messages are routed based on the content of the message. In particular, 
MuUan does not disclose or suggest a message transfer system, coupled to the intra-processmg 
switch -win th. message t r^r ^ transfer m^.es based on subscription lists 
^i,^ ■ Wrh has subscribed tOA^bjectoLa me,ssa P e and which mes sa^ources 

w^WHhedtoasu h^tofamessage, thereby enabling the message transfer system to 
transfer a single copy of a message to a subscribing intra-process messaging switch regardless of 
whether multiple message sources coupled to the intra-process messaging switch have subscribed 
to the subject of the message. Consequently, Applicant submits that MuUan does not anticipate 
claim 7. Because claims 8 - 10 are dependent upon claim 7, Applicant submits that MuUan does 
not anticipate claims 8-10 for the same reason. 

In light of the above, Applicant respectfully submits that the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 
102 has also been overcome, and withdrawal of this rejection is therefore respectfully requested. 
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4. Conclusion 

Having tendered the above remarks and amended the claims as indicated herein, 
Applicant respectfully submits that all rejections have been addressed and that the claims are 
now in a condition for allowance, which is earnestly solicited. 

It should furthermore be noted that the above amendments to the claims have not been made 
within view to overcoming any prior art of which the Applicants are aware, or that has been cited 
in the present Office Action. The above amendments have been made with a view to modifying 

the form of the claims. 

If there are any additional charges, please charge Deposit Account No. 02-2666. If a 
telephone interview would in any way expedite the prosecution of the present application, the 
Examiner is invited to contact Nathan P. Elder at (408) 947-8200 ext. 207. 

Respectfully submitted, 

BLAKELY, SOKOLOFF, TAYLOR & ZAFMAN LLP 



Dated: December 29, 2004 



12400 Wilshire Blvd. 
Seventh Floor r\r 
Los Angeles, CA 90025-1026 
(408) 947-8200 



Nathan P. Elder 
Reg. No. 55,150 
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tn the drawings 

The attached Replacement Sheet includes a change to Figure 1. This Replacement 
Sheet, which includes an amended Figure 1, replaces the prior sheet including Figure 1. Figure 1 
has been amended to indicate that is prior art. 
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